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To the Reaper. 


<e*251 Lthough divers of the learned 
Nee hae declared the Baptif me of 
yt. Infants to be but a humane 

tradition ; as P. B. confeffeth 
in bis Epiftle, page 3. yet not- 
withfPanding, there be many 
that havc, and doe take upon 
them, to countenance the ‘ame by the Word of 
God, wherein they commit a double offence; one 
in feducing the people, and leading them to difo- 
bedience againft Chrift,Mat.28. 19.Mar. 16.15, 16. 
whom they are to heare in all things, A&s 3. The 
other in taking the Word of Chriff, and putting it 
as a {word intothe hands of men to defend and 
maintaine themfelves in [uch their di obedience 
again{t him; among st whom, one P.B. “bath late- 
ly otalen part in publifbing a booke to proove the 
“Bapti/me of Infants to be agreeable tothe word 
of I> but (as oy times it falleth out when: 


A. men. 
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men undertake to defend awe'vill caufe) he bath 


fo bewrayed the error of that dottrine, that in the 


judgement of any, who are but indifferently ac- 
quainted with the Scriptures, there needs no more 
befaid to difcover the falfty thereof,and fnful- 
| nef of his owne prattice in the fame things 
wherein unadvifedly bee accufeth others. One 
inflvunce F fhall give thereby to caufe the Rea- 
der in purfuing bis difcourfe, to take notice ther- 
in hee fighteth againft bimfelfe, and in that thing 
moft of all whereupon his whole building ftan- 

deth, which is the p:rpeturty of tre vifible 
Church under the new Teftament, page 1. and 
(0 by confequent of “Baptifme, whereby the mat- 

ter ofthe Church differenced, pige 3.4. where- 
bee maketh Baptifme to depend the 
Church ; whence then it muft needs folios, that 


unleffe hee can finde fuch a Church which hath 


_fuccefively continued from the firft planting, 
untill thefe dayes, bee cannot affure himfefe 


that his baptifme received, u the ordinance of 


Chrift. But pag.2.3. be confeffeth that he knoweth 
— not Where any (uch Church hath continued, nor 
doth bee beheve that aay can be found that can 
make [uch a continuance of the Church to ap- 
peare: therefore bee received not his Bapti/me 


from 


Tt? 
‘ 
t 
: 
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from any Church, nor it then by his owne 


argument, the baptifme of (brift, but a coun- 
terfeit, or Idoll come ott of the bottomeleffe pit, 


ashee himfelfe fpeaketh, pages. Having thus 
deflroyed bis foundation, and impeached hu owne © 


| and the baptifie of the Church of 


England, derived from the Church of Rome, a 
falfe ftate the mother of fornications, 2c. ashe 


affirmeth in the 3.page of hu Fpiftle to the 
Reader, his whole building muff? needs fall tothe 


ground, which thing being confidered, I know 
it may be thought, that an Anfwer to [uch a 
Difcourfe fhould be altogether wancceffary, for 
hee that impeacheth binsfelfe, needs no other to 
accufe him; yet nevertheleffe, hearing fome 
not well acquainted with the fiate of this contro- - 
verfie have by bus mf: apply:ng the Scriprures in 

the of the fame.been prejudiced againfe 

the truth, Ly bim evill fpoken of; for sheir' fakes 
therefore u this briefe Anfwer made, wherein 
not regarding to follow him to and fro, in all 
bis vaine wandering and tausologies (wherewith 
his booke ftored) I have reduced hw whole 


‘Difcourfe into fuch particular heads, a8 doe ei- 
ther concern the perpetuity of the viible Church, 


the bapti(me of the Church of Rome, or the bap- 
A sifme 
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alvayes thine, 


2 


of Chrift our Redeemer, in whofe fervice 1 am 


tifime of Infants, ic. which hee undertaketh to 
prove; for Anfwer, I have made ufe of little, 
fave onely what I have found in his owne wri- 


ting, whercinindcedw fufficient to difcover the 
vanity of be opinion in thefe particulars, and 
to fatisfie any that thereby have taken offence 


agninft the truth ; but alltbat vs faid, will ap- 


peare to thee. (courteous Reader) i the follow- 


ing Anfwer, and therefore I fhall referre thee 


thereunto, and alfo unto the grace and guidance 


Barrovv. 
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BREIFE ANSVVER 
lately written 
by one P. “B. &c. 


Irft, he faith, that the vifible Church of Chrift 
“Se! hath had a perpetual! continuance in the world 
3 from the firft plantation thereof by Chrift and 
4} the Apoftles, and fhal! fo continue unto the end 

f the world;this he faith was prophefied, E/a. 9. 

$9.21. witnefled, Luke 1. 33. tts 5.29. and 
Ai confirmed, Matth, 16. 18.28. 20. and thefe 
Scriptures are (table and true, and fo to beac- 


| counted by all the Saints, pager. 


I anfwer, That thefe Scriptures, andall other, being delivered 
by the {pirit of God, 2 Pet. 1. 21. are ftable and true, and {oto be 
accounted ofall the world, 2.22.22. and yetarenottherefore 
the feverall glofles and underftandings of men given upon thefe or . 
other Scriptures alwayes (table and true, nor {0 to be accounted of 
any man. Before wee give credit therefore to his confiruction of 
thefe Scriptures wee will a little examine how he makes the truth 


- thereof to appeare: he faith,that the perpetuity of the vifible Church 


was prophefied, E/ay 9.7. 5 9.21. And the Word ts yea and dimen, Ge, 
whereupon then it muft needs follow, that if the vitible Church of 
Chrift hath not had a perpetuall uninterrupted fucceflion in the 
world ever fince the firft plantation thereof, untill thefe dayes, 
though this prophefie in it felfe be true, yet his underftanding and 
interpretation thereof muff needs be falfe. This rule the Lord him- 
felfe hath given us; thereby to diftinguifh the true Prophet trom. 
the falfe, Deutron. 18,22. hee faith, when a Prophet fpeaketh ia the 
name of the Lord, and ifthe thing follow not, nor come to pafie, 
that is, not the thing which the Lord hath {poken, but the Prophet 


hath {poken it preflimptuoufly., Now, as hereby wee are raught to 


diftineuifh the true Prophets from the falle, fo likewife are wee 
by the fame ruletaught, toknow the true interpretation ofevery 
prope ie: 


pas 

© 


_ prophefie from the falfe, and therefore when any interpretation of 

any prophefie is given, and accordingly the follow ot | 

nor come ta paffe. chat is, not the thing which the Lord hath ff al 
_ ken in that prophefie, but a falfe ihterpretation, and he isa falfe 
_ Prophet thar hath given the fame, of whom wee are taught to be- 
| ware,Matth,7 .1§. from which imputation, we fhall now fee how 
well he acquitteth himfelfe. 

Firlt, hecelleth us, that the defection and failing away under 4. 

was very generall and marvellous univerfall; and this - 
_ he proveth, Rev. 13. 8,16. (to which alfo he might have added the 
 2.4,and 7. verfes) and unlefle the defection ynder Antichri/t had 
 beene thus univertall, he faith the Waldenfes, who appeared in the 
_ dawne of the day, cou!d not truly have beene called the firft fruits 

- unto God,as he conceiveth they were, pag.2. We fay {6 too,and alfo 

_ firme that the vifible Church could not continue under that de- | 
fection, becaufe it’s faid,ic was given to himto make warre with | 

_ the Saints, and to overcome them, and ifto overcome them, they 

could not continue, for ifthey had pef continued, then he did not 

_ evercome them and kill them with the fword, as it is faid hee did; 

— Kev.13..7. 10. compared with Dan. 7, 21.25. Moreover, it is faid, 

that chofe which worfhipped the Beaft, were fuch, whofe names 

. ‘Were not written in the Lambs booke of life; therefore the vifible 

~ Church could nor continue under that defection. But if it did not 

_ there continue, yet haply it might continue under the Greekes ? To 

_ thishe anfwereth, that indeed the Greekes did not alwayes fubject 

_ themfelyes to the Romane power; yet were they very little fhort in 

_ defeétion; in fo much, that according to the meafure whereby the 
_ Komani/ts are meafured, they will ftand and fall together ; well but 


| Idemand(although the Church did not continue under the defecti- 


__ on of Antichrift, nor yet under the Greekes) whether he doe not con- 
ceive that fome man may be found ‘able (though hee cannot him~ 


— felfe) to make itappeare that the the vifible Church hath continued 
elfewhere in the world ? Vnto thishe anfwereth, that he believeth . 


| none can be found able to make any fuch continuance of the 


_ Church wo appeare,” page 3. if any could, he would thanke God for 
 fachadifcovery, And who then can believe his expofition of E/ay 
9.7: feeing that his owne mouth teftifieth that ne man 


can be found able to make the truth thereof to appeare ; and there- 


| the Scriptures by him alledged to prove the perpetuity of the vifible 
Chureh; he himfclfe, nor any other.. be able to cleare 


- fore ic muft needs follow, that he hath given a falfe interpretation of 


| him from the imputation ofa falfe Prophet, and one thathath ipo- 
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ken préfumptuoufly in the nameofthe Lord, Deut, 18.22. there- 
fore rine thus confuted himéfelfe in this point, I thinke ita need- 
nM thing for meeto {pend any moretime in the confiteition of ir. 

ut feeing hee confeflecirthat none canbe found abletomakeany 
fuch continuance of a vifible Church (as he {peaketh of ) to appearc, 
why are we by him blamed for not beli¢ying fuch a continuance, 
page 4.and why are we fo often charged for not believing the con- 
tinuance thereof under the defection of Antichrift, pag.3-4.5, and 9. 
And why alfo are we aceufed for making Cbri{t a widower,in not 
believing a perpewuall ficceffion of the vifible Church of Chrift, fee. 
ing he himfelfe believeth no man can prove the perpetuall fuccel- 
fion thereof? What, would he haye us believe that which he cannot 
believe himéelfe ? Herein hee is much more uncharitable then the 
Pope; who requireth none to believe what hee and kris Church be. 
lieveth not. It Chri? muft be a widower, except he hath alwayes a 
viGble Church in the world, then there is'no falvation out of tite 
—-vifible Church,becaufe none can be faved which are not fitft united 

to,and mace one with Crs/?,(and then what fhall become of thole 
believers which in all ages have appeared, fuch as lerome of Prague, 
_ Tobn Hus, oc, who loft their lives for the teftimonie of Jefus, and 
were never members of any true vifible Church ; 1 hope P, 8. will 
not fay that they perifhed in their fins) and if they were fayed,then © 
were e{poufed unto and united to Chrift; and if fo, then or 
hath,and fo may have a Spoufe,although no viftble Church,but 
T conceive, was {0 ftud:ous when he wrote his booke, to bring ab. 
furdities upon us, thathe altogether forgot himfelfe. st 

Furthermore, feeing hee cannot believe that any can be found 
able to make the continuance of the vifible Church to appeare, and 
that as bee faith, The adminiftration of Baptifme doth fo depend 
thereupon,thac by no meanes poffible it can be had ellewhere, with- 
out a {peciall commiffion given from heaven for that purpole, fuch 
as [abn the Baptitt had, begs 4. & 6. [demand where, or of whom 
PB. received his Baptifme : fromthe vilible Church he received it 
not, for he knoweth not where any fuch Céureb js, neither doth hee 
believethac any man can make any fuch Church to appeare to have 
continued in the warld, ifany could, he would blefle God for fuch 
adifcovery, page 3. & 4 Belike then hee received it from one that 
hada {peciall commiffion like to that of lo» the Baptifts, at leaft by 


his difcourfe he would have us to thinke fo, but I know it will ap- 
peare that ic was but a Bull. 
But being unwilling to receive this confutation from himéelfe, 
or having beguna Difcourfe, fo quickly to finifh it, hee proceeds, 
‘and cells us, that {cing he belicyes . none ¢an make it ap- 
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peare that the yitible Church hath continued ftom under the 
defeStion of Anticbyij, then it is more then probable, ‘that ‘it Hath 
continued under that defection, page 3. But I demand how thar | 
can be probable, fceing that but a little before he told us, andalfo 
proved, that the defection and falling away under Antichri/t, was 
vety great,and marvellous univerfall, and therefore were the 
denfes who appeated in the dawning of the. day, nor unfitly called 
the firft Suits unto God; for they could not bethe firft, ifthere 
had beene a continuance, page 2. bur he faith;.2 Te/"2, 4. it is faid, 
That the Sonne of perdition who exalterh bnnfelfe above all that ts called 
God; or that is worfhipped, fitteth in the Temple of God, /hewing him/elfe 
phat be is God, and therefote the Church hath continued under the d¢e- 
feétion of Antichrij, What is this, but [Sir, no Sir. But I an{wer, 
“That the Temple here {poken of, wheréin the Man of Sinne fictech,and 
is wor(hipped, cannot be taken to bethe Chureh of God, or that 
Temple of living-God, whereof Chrift the Head, Ephef,1 22 
and wherein God himfelfe dwelleth and walketh, 2Cer.6.16.17- The. 
reafon is, becaufe that in-3.verfe of this Chapter it, is faid, Jat tle 
Man of Sinne is nok revealed until] fir[t there be falling away, dnd therce 
‘forte his comming is faid, berfes 10, to be Wibball deceidablene/e ; 
in whom ? (not in the Chureh, but i them that perifh, who, becaufe 
abey received not the love of the truth, that they might be ia therefore 
God (ent shem {trong déluftans, that they (hould believe lies, that. all th 
peril, who recetped nit the tinth, but bad pleafure in 
verfe 9. 10.11,1.2. Whereuponit muft needs follow, that that 
Temple or Societie wherein. Ancichrift Grteth and is worthipped, 
confiftech of perfons departed from the faith, ver/? are by 
God juftly for that.caufe given upto believe lies, that {o they may 
and be damned and therefore not.iu any wifeto he eftcemed 
the Chath of Chrit, or Temple of the living God. Aad this mutt needs 
‘Beto from hig owne ground, leeing that-by Antichri/t here {poken of; 
“he'underftandcth the Bea/t mentioned,. 13, as apeareth by his. 
applying this Scripture againft Antichrift, pag. 2, Now, for as much 
~as'thole Wonder after the Bea/t, and worfhip him. ase faid.to be 
fuch, whofe names are not.writcen in the Lambs Book of Life, 
12.3 fle therfore underftand the fame t6 be the Temple of God, 
“where Antichrijt tech and is worlhipped (wnieffe he:conceive that 
‘the Church of Chri/t confifteth of fuch perfons, whofe names are not 
written in the Booke of Life, which TI fuppofe hee doth not) and 
therefore I conclude from his own grounds; that the Zemple {poken 
of in the 2 2:4. no more the Temple of God Axticbrit, 
“who fitreth therein, and is .worfhipped; is God himf{lf{e, nor is. 
wher wi'to be cittcmed, mor hath hee any reafon more to 
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Cs) 
clue one, then he hath to-affirme the ‘others from hence therefore ic 
- cannot be made to appeare probable that the vifible Church hath 

continued under the’ defeion of Antichri/f, but it muft ftand’as 
P, firlt affirmed, page 2, chat under the deftction of Antichyi/t 

But fuppofe it were probable, chat the Charch had contintied 
under that defection, then he faith z.that Baptifme by which the 
matter of the Charth is’ differenced, hath there likewife continued, 
ard there ‘alfo it will’ be that his Baptifme derived from 
thence is the Baptifme of fefus Cors/?, (Here we may take notice by 
way ) that the ground he hath for hisfaith in this particular, is 
but a probabilay°: well, but feeing that he Holdeth that baprifine 
dependeth upon the true Church, then where, no true Chareb is there 
can be no true Baptife, Now, need not here demand whether 
conceives the Chureh of Rome to be ‘a true’ Charch, béecaufe in his 
Epiftle to the Reader, page's. he defireth that none fhould'thinke 

him, fortHere he faich, chat he holds that ftate to be the mether of 

Forgigations,the great whore,Sodome and-Ez ppt, toc. therfore it muft 
needs hence follow, that the Church of Romethath not Chri/ts Bap= 
cifme; for thus hereafoneth, ifthe Chueh hath-continued,then 
tifme'by which the matter of che Church is‘differencedl ‘hath com: 
tinued, page z, Buc the Char th of Romehath notcontinued the Church 
of C bi but 1s become the mother of fornications Sodome and Egypi 
as ke faith in his Epiftle, pages.’ thereforethe Baptifme of 
which che matter of the Church.is differenced, hath not continued in. 
the Church ot ‘Rome; whereas therefore, page s. hee defireth thofé 
which hold that the: Church and Bapts/me hath nor‘continued under 
the defection of Aatichrift would Chew him the error'and abfurdity 
of fuch an opinion ; he may eafily difcover the error and abfurdity’ 
hereof himfelfe, if he will but rake notice of what hee hath herein 
written, bix, That Baptifme differenceth the true matter of the 
Church from the falfe,paz. 2:4. whence it will neceffarily follow that 
if the baptifme of the Church of Rome be the Baptifme of Chri? which 
differenceth the true matter of the Church from rhe falfe; th = sal 
the falfe matter muft thereby be ‘differenced from ‘it ‘felfe, and be 
come atrue Church; as when at firtt thee received Chri/ts Baptifme, 
and then‘fhall Kome be no longer Rome, but atrue Church and State, 
differenced from a falfe by her baptifme which differenceth the 
true matter from the falfe ; and therefore for any to hold the church 
of Rome to be a falfe church, as 'P. B, doth; and withallto maintaine 
that fhe retaineth the Baptilme of Chrift, whereby the true matter 
ofthe Church is differenced from the ee ‘is as much ag if A a7 
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fiould affirme eveti as he doth, that Rome isthe mother of fornica- 
andalfothat Rome is the true Spoule of Chri/t, which is. 
bothabfiisdandcomradiftory, 
Pei therefore conclude this point thus, Sceing that true Bap. 
tMinie ditferenceth the true matter of the Chursh from the falfe, as ?.8. 
faith, and yet the baptifine of the shure of Rome doth not difference 
her fromm the falfe matter, as he alfo affirmeth in his Epiftle, page 5. 
therefore the baptifme of the church Of ‘Rome is not thac Baptifme of 
-Chrift, which differenceth the true matter from the falfe, page 2.4. 
Secondly, That Church which hath no other baptifme then the Bap- 
tifme of Rome,which differenceth not the true matter from the falie, 
cannot thereby be differenced from the falfe urch;but ?.f.and his 
sburch haye no other baptifme then the baptifme of the church of 
Rome which differenceth not the true matter from the falfe,therfore, 
? B.and his church, are not ye differenced from the falfe Church. | 
Whether therefore Chrift will owne the fame for his Spoufe, or ree 
her as a Harlot {prung from: the mother of Fornicatioggand 
arloxs, may very well be a queftion without Que/tion, 
But he Bich, pag 6,1f the vifible Church hath not continued, then 
Baptifme is ceafed, and being ceafed without a {peciall commifii- 


of, fuch aslobn the Baptift had at firft to baptizt, it can never be 
‘againe 


obtained.. | | 
To this ] anfwer, That although Baptifme were ceafed, ashee 
intends it, viz. T hat there were no baptized perfons in the world to 
be feund, yet fo long as Baptifme the Ordinance of God is found 
inthe word, with 2 Comuniffien ferving to the end of the world 
for Believers or Di(Ciples to make and baptife Difciples,as 
19; 20, Baptifine may be againe obtained without any fiich {peci- 
all Commiffien,as that which at firft was en to lobn the Bap- 
tift: for it will not follow, that becaufe [bz the Baptift might not 
‘thas therefore Believers‘after baptifme is inftituted and commean- 
ded to make and baptife Difciples, may not lawfully baptife fach as 
are made Difciples, no more then it will follow,that becaufe Abra. 
bam might not circumcife himlelfe and his Males, before circum- 
cifion was inftituted, and he commanded fo to doe, that therefore. 
the I/raclites after circumcifion was inftituted, and they comman- 
ded te obferve the fame, might not, without a f{peciall Commif- 
fion, fuch as Abraham had, lawfully circumcifetheir Males. Te was. 
neceflary indeed, that lobn the Baptift ret havea {peciall com. 
miffion to baptife, Baptifme being not before inftituted, nor yet he, 
nor any other perfon required to baptife ; as it was neceffary tothe. 


_ fisft building of she Temple, that a patecrne fhould be given, | 


1 Chron, 28,;. 
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12. butas then another patterhe was hot expected 
neceflary for the rebuilding therof at the peoples returne out of cap» 
tivity, who performed all things according to the firft appointment 
and ordination, Far 3.fo nejther is it baptifme being 
cegfed, that anew Commiffion fhould be obtained for the raifipe 
of itup againe, But that according totheir example in the former 
inftance all be'done according to the firlt infticution and ordinati- 
on of Jefus Chrift, A4at,28.19.If it be = as in page 8.that the 
commiffion was given to baptifed perfons, fuch as had received 
their baptifme from lobu, and therefore it intendeth none that are 
unbaptifed ; I anfwer, chat this commiflion requireth all fuch per- 
fons, who by the preaching of the Gofpell, either are or fhall 
be made Difciples unto the end of the world to be baptifed, 
and Chri/is yoyce mutt be obeyed in all things whatloever he faith, 
Att, 3.22, and that without delay, as 4s, 2 16. therefore there 
lies a neceffity upon all believers to be baptifed. What is now 
to bedone in this cafe? Baptifed perfons from whom they may 
receive the fame as irra right line. ?. 8. believeth none can be 
found, pag, 2. 3. for if none can make it appeare that the yvifib!e 
Church hath continued, as he believeth none can, then can none 
make it Bi Pe that there are any baptifed perfons to be feund in the: 
world,and therfore ought cannot be had from any fuch,how then > 
why in the 2 T#m,2. 16.4 17. the Apoftle telleth us the Serip- 
ture 1 Servesh for inftruttion in all man 
of God may be perfett and throughly furnifoed unto all good workes, and if 
unto all, then unto this of Baptifme ; whereupon therefore I con-- 
fidently affirme, that as.at fir(t, ebu the Baptilt, at the command of 
God baptifed others, though he himfelfe was unbaptifed : even fo 
now (according to his example (which amongft other things was 
written for our learnings that we thereby might be taught wisat to 
dde in the like cafe of neceflity) Rom, 15.4. MayaDitciple atthe 
command of Jefus Chritt, atth.28.19. baving made Diftiples by the 
preaching of the Gofpelbaptife them for the remiffion of their fins, A&t.2.32. - 
If it further be objected, that this example is extgaordinary, and 
therefore not exemplary ; I anfwer, that every approved examples: 
though extraordinary, ferveth for our inf ructionand direction 
the like extraordinary cafe; and this is warranted by Chrifts owne 
tcftimony, AZath, 12. 3.4. where he declareth, that although in 
ordinary cafes it. was unlawfull for any to eate the 546% bread, fave 
- onely the Prieft, yer in cafe of neceflity it was lawfull and war- 
rantable. both for David, and alf for fouldiers to ease thereof, 
Whereby he juftifiech his Difciples, = in the like cafe of — | 
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(3) 
Ficy, were enforced co doe that which otherwife was not lawful! te 
be done onthe Sabbath day. Thisisour cafe, and hereby wee ju- 
(tifie our practice in the.point inhand> and by all which it doth 
appeare, tifat although baprudme: were ceafed in char fenfe wherein 
he fpeaketh, yet fecing iat there is a commiffion already giyen 
for baptifme, which by Chrift himfelte isextended tothe end of the 
world. there is no need of a newcommiufsion for the taifing of ic 
up againe; anditherefore, Gerrthat which P. B, {peaketh concer- 
ming Nadab and <bibstheir offering of ftrange fireswhich the Lord 
comuinanded not, hee m ight more fitly applyed apain{t 
his ftrange baptifme,viz,the bapiifine of Infants of which the Lord 
hath never fpoken, then again{t the baptifing of believers athis 
command, and according tohis owne inftitution, 19, 
but for wantof berter matter to fillup hig booke, he was, it {Cemes, 
inforced to make ufe of vaine words. 
But this is not all. for although it be proved that there is commi(- 
fion andauthority-for Difciplesto bapilc, though they themfclyes 
be unbaprifed inthe.cafe before declared; yet there is another thing © 
whereat P. is greatly offended. and chatis the manner in whick 
this new baptifme(as he calleth it)isadminiltred(which according 
to the inftitution) is by.dippiag the whole man in water.or burying 
the whole man under the water; Col.2.12. Ro.6, This although the 
Lord command-the farne, Mat.28,19. and cxamples both of Chrit 
himéelfe, Mar.1.9. Mat.z.1.6. lobn the Baptift, 4.2.23. Philip and the 
Eunuch, Att.8. 38.3 9.all ofthem giving witnefle tictunto,yet he cane 
not believe it to be fo neceflary,as that a perfon-who is onely {prin- 
kled with water,fhould be efteemed unbaptifed, p.12.Bur what are 
his Reafons that per{wade him thus to judge ? he faith,at the moft, 
Yprinkling can be but a detect in the quantity of the element. and 
it’s wonderfull that a Nu/ity fhould follow thereupon. I anfwer, 
that it’s wonderfull that any fhould efteeme that to be an erdt. 
mance of Chrift. which Chrift hath never ordained ; but Chyift 
never ordained {prinkling for his but dipping, 
therefore fprinkling is nome ot Chrifts ordinance, and fobyicon- 
fequence. mult needs be a mullity; but he faith, by thus urging the 
Text, we place the fubftance efan ordinance in the critickneffe of 
a word, page x 3, Tanfwer, that we doe place thie fubftance of every. 
ordinance in it’s conformity to the Word of God, which alone 
giveth being thereunto, and for any.to doe otherwife, it is very 
‘ftrange:but belike,he that by the word baptife will not underftand 
to {prinkie, and accept the fame for Chrifts ordinance in baptifme, 
which is as much as if by the word (circumefe) the Tewes fhould 
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have underftoed to prick the finger, & fhould 6 have pradtifed and’ 

owned the fame for the ordinance ef tircumcifion in the judgement 

of P.B. he isa meere Criticke,and placeth the fubftance ot an ordi- 

mancejofa high nature in the criticknefle ofa word, as he fpeaketh. 

And whereas it is faid that baptifme refembleth our buriall and 

refurrection with Chrift, which {prinkling cannot import, Rom 6. 

Col, 2.12. He anfwereth, that {prinkling or powring water on the 

face doth hold forth both buriall and'refurrection,page 14, for thofe 

(he faith) tha: are fprinkled are under the water and buried, if not 

fo, then he demandeth how they were baptifed' unto Mo/es in the 

cloud,and in the fea, when not fo much as a hayre of their head was 
wet, Tanfwer, that by chis, reafon as they fhould not be dipped in 
baptifme, fo neither fhould they be fprinkled, and yet fhal! they be 
under the water, and buried neverthelefle ; This fure isone ot the 
myfteries which hee fpeaketh of, that cannot tafily be perceived, 
pace ro. but feeing he thus: urgeth. the baptifime of the cloud and of 

_ the fea in this and-divers other places deliring that it may be well. 
“minded, as pagerg.29. 30. Idefire to know, whether thereby he 
-under{tandeth the baptifine inftieuted by Jefas:Chrift, 

- ifhe doenog chen I demand, why he fo often urgeth the fame tor 

an example in this point ? if he doethen further demand: why con- 

trary thereunto in: baptifing his Infants: (as hee would have it 

’ efteemed) he fprinkleth water in their faces? this practice of his 

to fprinkle water in the face, if perfons may be baptifed without 

water, muftineeds be a point of voluntary religion, as he {peaketh 
of the Surplife, and baptifed garments, paze 15. and hereby any 
may fee how pertinently he allegeth the Scripture. But he faith,thae 

while(t'we thus urge baptifme to hold forth buriall.and refurrecti- 

on we lofe chat which it holdetti forth equally therewith (namely) . 

the {prinkling ofthe conf{cience in the blood of Chrift, £/4).5 2.15. 

Heb. 190. 22. Peek.36, 25. Heb, tz, 24. and the layer of regeneration 

and eur wafhing inthe blood of Chritt, chat blefled Fountaine, 

Aéts 22, ¥6. Heb. 10.22. Cor. 6. 11: Rev. 1. 5. To which wer, 
and deny that fprinkling in the blood of Chrilt is required to be © 
-holden forth in baptifine, or that any of the Scriptures by him ale- 

ledged, doe prove any fuch thing, or make any mention at all of 

baptifme, and therefore are not to be applied thereunto being onely 
metaphors borrowed from thofe fprinklings-ufed under the Law, 

Heb.10.19. 20, 21, 22. which, although the matter thereof mig! & 

or did fet forth the blood of Chrift, and the nature of it. being ap- — 

plied by faith, as 1Jo/n 1. 7. yet did not the fame at all feetorth the 


manner of baptifme, which oncly is to be found in the inftitutien, — 
| Matth. a8, 
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Matth. 28.19. and thofe examples which the Scripture affordeth 


usthereof, Alarke Matth. 3.16. Ads 8. 38. 39. together with 
that conformity and ag 


feernent with it, hata wieh death, burial 
and refurreétion whereunto the Lord 1s pleafed to refemble and 


compare the fame, Kom. 6,4. 1 Cor. 15. 29. Col. 2.12. And hee 


that fhall affirme that chat act of {prinkling, ufed under the Law, 
isto be obferved in baptifme, becaufe the matter thereof did fet _ 
forth the blood of Chrift, che matter of our cleanfing may by as 
good reafon maintaine that all thofe particular actions required 


to be ufed under the Law for the cleanfing of the Leaper (namely) 
the applying of the blood of his facrifice to the thumbe of his am 


_hand,tothe ig dp his right eare,and to the ereat toe of his right foor, 


ought alfo to be obferved in baptifine, feeing,that the matter thereot 
pointed out the blood of Chrift as well as that did,which was ufed 
in {prinkling,chen which no:hing more abfurd can be imagined.Ag 
concerning our wafhing in the blood of Cnrift, that bleffed foun- 
taine, the other particular in which he inftanceth, and faith, that 
we lofe by urging baptifme, to hold forth buriall and refurrection. 
Tanfwer, thathe fs much miftaken therein; fer as dip,ing inthe 
judgement of the fpirit of God is wathing, 2 King. 5. 14. compa- 
red with ro. fo likewife unto eatin by dipping is neceflarily 
required much water, as is feene, lobn 3. 22. whereupon it doth fol- 
low, that like as dipping of the whele man in water, and his rifing 
againe forth of the faine, doth lively hold forth and reprefent his 


death, buriall and refurretion with Chrift, according to Rom, 6, 


3.4.5. Col,2.23. fo likewife his dipping or wafhing in much 
water, muft needes be a full refemblance of his wafhing in that 
blefled fountaine, the blood of Chrift, ft open to wath in for finme 
and for uncleanneffe, zach, 13.1. We therefore by urging bap- 
tifme to hold forth buriall and refurreétion, lofe not that which 
ought equally to be holden forth therewith (namely) our wafhing 
in the blood of Chrift, &c. But ?, 8. himfelfe, who for baptifme 
ufech fprinkling, lofeth both buriall and refurreCtion, and that 
which ought equally co be holden forth with them both alfo,to wit, 
our wafhing in the fountaine of the blood of Chrift,for chat {prink- 
jing hath neither fimilitude, nor any proportion with any of chem. 

Buc he faith that a thing that is dipped in water, is not therefore 


~wafhed and made cleane ; to which I anfwer, that then much leffe 


is that which igonely {prinkled with water therefore wafhed and 
made cleane, but I have proved before chat dipping is wafhing and 
therefore he chat is dipped, is wafhed.and confequently made cleane 
fo farre forth as the ordinance of baptifme doth require, ~ alone 
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ferying fully todemonftrate our death, buriall,-refirreétion with 
Chrift, and the wafhing away and cleanfing us from all filthinefle 
in the fountaine of his blood, zach, 13 1. 7 
Yet chis will not fuffice, therefore he further urgeth, that in thofe 
Countries where baptifme firft begun, they dipped often, andalfo 
rubbed, thereby to cleanfe,paz,1 4.1 aniwer,that they dipped in thofe 
countries, where baptifme firft began, is moft certaine, and accor- 
dingly do we practile,, and when ?, 2, can prove that they dipped 
often, &c..and al/o juttifie their praétice by the Word of God, wee 
{hall therein alfotollow their example, But feeing chat he conceis 
veth they dipped. and not onely fo,bur aifo dipped often Why 
then doth he aceufeus, wiio dip but once, as though that were teo 
often? and moreover, if they ufed to dip where baptitime firft began, 
then is dipping the old,and fo confequently the good way, /¢.6, 16. 
and why then doch he reproach the fame as a new way, f4Z.3. and 
doch not racher, as he would teach his reader in the frontice-piece of 
his booke, walke in the old and good way, that he may finde reft > 
Ter.6.16. but it appeares.that he loves to wrangle,and therefore,now 
contrary to dipping often, and rubbing to cleantfe, he-faith, thara 
little water ferveth co fet forth our wafthing in the blood of Chrift 
intended in bapti s well asa greatdeale, and the wafhing of a 
part, as the tothe preient cuftome as well as wafh- 
ing of thewholérflan,as appeareth by Chrifts wafhing of Peters teer, 
Tobn x3, 10. I anfwers chat a little water ferveth not fo tully to fee 
out our wathing in the blood of Chrift as a great deale doth,:and 
therefore, when the Lord himfelfe would {fet forth this thing unto 
us, he doth it not under the refemblance of a-little water, but of:a 
fountaine of water, 3..1. And hence it was, thar his meflen- 
ger baptifed in much water, [ohm 3.23. Neither doth the wafhing 
ofa part fet forth the cleanfing of us from all filthinefle, 2Cer 7, 1, 
Like as the wafhing of the whole inan doth, and therefore, thar we 
mightdraw neere in full affurance 1’s_ required (not our faces or 
feet) but that our bodies fhould be wafhed in pure waters, eb.10, 
22. Chrifts wafhing of /eters feet he applyeth thax as well as he doth 
the baptifme of the Cloud and ofthe Sea,and therefore.as I anfwered 
him in chats foT fhall alfo in this ; if hee conceive that Chrift by 
wafhing of Peters feet would fet forth unto us the manner of bap- — 
tifine, I demand then, why comrary thereunto, he uiech to fprinkle 
- his infants faces, when he chriftencth them ? And why hedcth not — 
rather in a bafon of water wafh their fect ? I fuppofe therefore, that 
he knoweth well enough, that Chrift by wafhing of Vetersfeer, 
would teach all his Difciples 12. 15. and norto wath 
| | a part 
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apart in bapti(ne contrary to his owne inftitution, Mctth.285 19, 
and exainple Marke r. 9, at,2.16. Buchis great objection againft 
the dipping of the whole man, is this (he faith) That ir’s hard to de- 
termine how it can {tand with modelty and fhametaftnefle,and yet 
in the countries where baptifine firft began, hee urgeth againft us, 
that mi dipped often, and alfo rubbed, thereby to ¢leanfe, page 1 4, 


Now. ithe cannot determine how dipping once may be performed 
with modefly.gcc. how will he determine how dipping often, and 
rubt jg to cleante (as he inftanceth) could be performed with mo-. 


— defty and fhamefattnefle ? Surely he will conclude that they pur on 


alinnen garment. But there it will tollow, thac they b..pi:fe the 
garmems,&c. Haply he will fay, not the garments bit the perfons 
in the garment,becaufe that when he fprink!eth his infanrs he doth 
not {trip them naked out of their clothessneither yet wi'l he fay,thar. 
therefore he their garments inio che death ard 
on of Chrift, but the infants that are cherein. Bur if it needs 
follow that they baprife the garments. (1n theit behaife. know 
though not in ours) he will determine, that it was buc an error in — 
refoest of the fubject like to the baptifme of an intane in che {tead of 
a believer (as he pleaceth, page 14,) and therefore not worthy to be. 
blamed or taken notice of, | 
Haviig thus {poken his minde againft the ordinance of Chrift 
(co wit) the bapafing or dipping of believers, which in de:ilion he 
calleth the new baptifme paze 3. hee r curnes agaire co the tormer 
atgument.t' ba pcifine of Infants, pogero which be: fitch began 
many yecres before Chrift died. or ac leat, before the Apoitles left 
che world, which indeed, muft needs be true, if it be the baptifme 
which was inftituted by Iefus Chritts as hee pretencs to prove by 
thefe reafons that follow. 
His ground is ftom the Covenant of God, made with Abra-. 
ban, Gen.1-7. which covenant, he faith was ne.ther part of the new, 
nor yet of the old cv4p.17.18. becaufe it ne ther confirmed 
wt ithe binod ot Buils nor with the blood of Chrift, which thing | 
he saith, mav feemenew, bur yer he defirzs to fee the crror that are 
cends its. anfiver, marvelling that he fhould w:ge Infants, being 
inacovenant ro: confirmed with the blood ot Chriit.to prove | 
their incerc!# in baptifme, and fo by conf. qvent in the blood of 
blood of Chrift ts the blood of the ney Lejtament, 26.28, 
Novy; if that infants be not inthis covenant confrmed with the 
blood of Chrut, then can they have no intcreft in bapt‘fne which | 
feryeth (as he faith page 14.) to fer fort our walhing and {prinkling 
with che blood of Chrift; there needs not therclore any more = : 
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‘be ufed to fhew thé errour that attends this new conceit urged to 
prove Infants rightto bapti{me. when it not onely excludes them 
from bapti{me, buta!fo from falvation by Chrift. 

But Infants being a part of the Church anc members thereof he= 
fore Chrift, what doth let them from being fo {till 2 {ceing fas hes 
faith) the Lord hah never {poken one word thereof, but the con- 
trary. Tantwer, that alchough Infanrs were of che Church before 
Chrift, yet the Lord hath manifeftly declared, that they fhould not 
be fonow, Chriit the true promifed feed being once come, as is 
feene. “al, 4.22. &c. where the Apoftle thus fpeaketh, is written 
(faith hee) shat Abraham bad two founes, the one by a bond.maid, the 
other by af ec. Woman, 22. but he that Wwas borne of the bond.woman, Was 
borne cfter the ar but bee of the free woman was borne by promife,24. 
which :hings, he faith,was an allegorie,ver/¢ 2 5.26. the bond maid 
Havar (hadowing out the old covenant or teftament,and her fonne 
Yh-naet winich fhe boreto Abrasam after the flefh, or by carnall ge- 
neration, {hadowiag out all the flethly and carnall [fraelites which 
Should proceed from 4byaham in after generations. The free wo- 
pointing out the new covenant or [erufclem, which is 
from above. and her fon.appointing out Chri/t,the promifed 
feed, as Gal, 3.46. and believers borne from above, ‘or by promife, 
as [fack was, the tpiritua!l feed of Abrabam, ag Gal, 2.29. and there- 
fore he faith, ver{e 28. We brethren, as [/acke was, are the children 
of promife; after chis. to clofe up the full intent of the {piritof God 
in this thing, in the 29. & 3o. ver/es, he fheweth that by the carnal]. 
and fleihly feed /mael, his perfecuting of him which was borne by 
thé promife (to wit [/va:k) whereupon hee and his mother, was by 
the command of God, both of them together. caft out of Abrabams 
houfe, che Church, Gen, 21. 10. thereby was forefhowne, that when 
Chri/t the true [/aack fhould be borne, Gél.3.16. and the barren wo- 
man the new Covenant or Gofpell, fhould bring forth and beare fons - 
unto God (as verfe 27.) then fhould the bond woman, the old and 
carnall covenant, with all thecarnall ordinances thereof, Heb, 9. 
ro.together all her fonnes, the carnall and thé fiefhly teed be catt 
o it of the houfe (fo faichthe Text, 20.) Ca/t out the bond Woman 
and her fonne; for the fonne of the bond woman {hall nos be heire with the 
fonne of the free woman, [ob.7.35,26. and thérefore. although children 
carnally begotten were admitted members of the Church before 
Chrs/t, yet arethey not fo now, but are with their mother the old 
and carnal! covenant. with all the appurtenances thereof, ar€ to be 

rejected (as was faid before) and foalfo is P. B, his expofition of 


this Script. page22, which by the fonnes of the bond woman one y 
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‘noteth fuch whi have actually refufed and rejeéted grace; as lob, 


35.36. and thereby became bound (as though by nature, before 
they had rejeéted grace, they had been free) which is a manife(t 
contradiétion to the A poftle, who by the children of the bond wo- 
man underftandeth all thatare borne, as1/hmael was by flefhly ge~ 


neration, or all thofe who are not as [/aake, who was by promife (as 


before) Gel.4.27.28. with 3.29. 

His nexc ground to prove the baptifine of Infants is this, becaufe 
the Apoftle exhorteth parentsto bring up their children in admo- 
nition of the Lord, therefore they were of the Chwcd,and {0 by con- 
fequent were ba rifed; but how doth hee prove that they were of 
the Church ? thus. becaufe the A poftle, who had nothihg to doe with 
thofe who are without, 1 Cor.s. exhorts their parents to bring them 
up in theadmonition ofthe Lord.To this I anfwer,that the A poftle 
did not write this exhortation to the children who were without, 
but to theirs parents who were within ; befides, where the Apoftle 
faith, that hee hath nothing to doe with thofe that are without, 
1 Cor.g. 12. it’s manife(t, that hee doth not meane that he hath no- 
thing to doe to exhort thofe that:are without, to know and feare 


the Lord ; for hee was fentto preach the Gofpell to thole that were. 


without,that thereby they might be brought within, “¢f.26.17.1 8. 
and hee acknowledgeth himfelfe a debtor'to all men,to the unwife 
as well as-to the wife, Rom, 1.14, .when hie faith, therefore chat hee 
hath nothing to doe with thofe that are without, his. meaning is, 
that he hath nothing to doe to cenfure and deale with them chat are 
‘without, for their evills of inceft, whoredomes. thefts, &c. he was 
not by Chrt/t madea J udge over men in thole matters, 1 Cor, 5. 12. 
13, nomore then Chri/t himfelfe was, Luke 12.14. From this rea- 
fon of his to prove Infants to be of the Chure>, and therefore bapri- 
Led, (viz.) becaule the A poftle exhorts their parents to bring them 
up in the nurture of the Lord &c. It will follow, that becaufe the 
Apoftle Peter exhorts believing wives to be in fubjeétion to their 


husbands,that fo (although by the word they could not,yet)by thejg- 


converfation they might be won, 1 3. 1.2. that theretore 
their unbelieving husbands were of the Church, and baptifcd.or elfe 
the Apoftle medied with thofe with whom he had nothinz to doe, 
But he faith, an uncomfortable dogtrine,to hold that children 


are not of the Church;for ifthey.are not borne members of the Church, 


they aredrought forth children to thedivell, p4z.25. I an{wer, 


that by mature we are all alike the children of wrath; Fp//.2.2. our- 
being of the C4ure-depending upon our new birth and generation, 
bn 2, 3. and ifall chat were not borne members of the Chursh fhall- 
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be damned, then by P. 8. his judgement, feeing hee cannot prove > 
any true vifible clauurch to be in the world, page 2)(and therefore 
no children to be borne in church) there {hall none at all be faved. 
Is not this doctrine of his a very comfortabledottrine,ér eh wha. 
end doth he conceive was the preaching -of the Gofpell ordained > 

He hath yet another argument which muft needs be anfwered, 
for in it there is great confidence placed, and it’s this, the children. 
of believers are holy,and therefore may be baptited, 1 Gor.7.14. To | 
which I an{wer; that the Apoftle doth not fay, that the children of 
believers are holy, but he faith, That the unbelteving wife is fanttsfied to 
the believing bufband, (that is) lawfull for his ufe.fo that he may law- 
filly abide with her, and needsnot tor her unbeliefe fake put her 
away, (as was {Crupled, vev/e 10,11, 12.) orelfe, ifthatthhee were 
not, then the children which he fhould beget of ier were uncleane 
or unholy, whereas being fanctified, or lawfull to his ufe; they are 
cleane, or holy (that is, /egstimate) for the holinefie of the children 
here fpoken of, is mot concluded from the faith of parent, but from 
the lawfull ufe which the believing husband hath of his unbelie- 
ving wife:for fo arethe words, The unbelicomg bufband is fanttified by, 
ov to the believing Wife, and the unbelieving Wife ws fanttified by, or to the be. 
Leving bufband,or elfe were your children uncleane; but now are they boly,. 
This Scripture therfore proves no more holineffé'in the children of 
believers, then in the children lawfully hegotten in the honourable 
eftate of marriage by unbelievers, Hebr. 3.4, and foby confe- 
quence yeeldeth no better warrant for the baptifing of the one, then 
it doth for the baptifing of the other; but I intend brevity, and 
therefore for firrther anfwer in this point, I referrehimto 4, %, his 
booke lately printed, wherein the fame 1s handled at Jarpep 

Thete are belt reafons that P, can fhew to prove the bap- 
tifmeof Infants to he. according tothe word of God, which in re- 
gard they cannot give fatisfaction to fome, bur they {till norwith. 
{tanding doe fticke at the mater, (as they well may} and delire a 
precept, or anexample to warrant the fame, therefore he pro- 
mifeth ro fhew both; page 29. but firft hee defireth chat wee would ° 
give him an example of an unbaptifed perfons his baptifing of: 
others, and of the refufing of Intants from being of the Church, both 
which being before fufficiently declared; we will now take notice? 
bow he performech his promife z Firft, he faith. Thefe are examples! - 
of baprifing of houfholds, as the [aylersand Lydias, Acts 16. anethe’ 
Route of tephanus,and quettionlefie divers others, paz. 29. But 1de~ 
zgand an example for the baptifing of Intants, fand not of baptifing’ - 
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houfholds of believers, fuch as the Laylors, Ait. 16. 24. and Stephanus, 
Cor.16.16. and Cri/pus, 18, 8. and queftionlefle divers others. 
- This is a bad example, (for an example he will have it called though 
none at all) to provethetthe baptifme of Infants which mutt 
-bethus declared : houfholds were baptifed, but in fome houfholds 
there are Infants, therefore Infants have been bapciféd. This is as 
_ plaine an example to prove the baptifme ef Infants, as this that fol- 
is to prove the baptifing of notorious drunkards {wearers, 
_ thieves, .murcherers. cc. whole houfholds have beene baptifed, but 
- in fome houfes there are notorious drunkards, {wearers, thieves, 


murtherers. &c.therfore the Apoftles baptited fuch and fuch may be 


 baptifed, Who fecth wot your folly Another exampleas plaine as this 
 followeth, The whole Church of Colofle were buried with Corijt mn bape 


tifme,but children werea part of the Church, therefore Infants were 
baptifed, 2. 20, 21. anfwer, that the whole Church of Colo/fe 
were buried with Chrift in baptifme, and thar there were children 
in that Church to whom the Apeftle wrore and exhorted to obey 
their parents in all things, Co/,3. 20. Butour queftion is about In- 
fants, and not children in generall,fome wherof are grown to yeers 


_ofunderftanding, as thefe were to whomthe Apoftle wrote : for 
-fure P. B, will not fay he wrote to Infants, which could not under= 


ftand-what he faith. In Gen. 42. 14. when Iacob fent his fonne Ben~ 


jamine into Egypt, he ufeth thefe words concerning him and Lfepb : 
[fT ane bereaved of my children, [ am bereaved, Now,by his realon, Ben- 


jamine, who was about feventeene yeeres old, and Lofepb, who was 


‘about thirty yeeres of age, fhould both of them be Infants becaufe 


their father called them children; Thefe examples will yeeld as 
little fatisfa&tion to any that queftion the baptiling of Infants, as his 


Reafons before anfwered. 


But although thefe examples faile, yet page 31. he faith. there isa 
plaine command of Jefus Chrift for the baptifing of Infants ; and it 


appeareth thus, Many to be Abrahams, and to have bim 

for their father; now, all thefe 

fome children, by the exprefle command of Iefus Chrift, Mar, 28. 
19, are to be baptifed. I anfwer, Abraham was to bea father of ma- 
ny nations, fome whereof were his natural] and carnall feed, borne | 


nations in which there muft needs be 


after the ficth, as I/>mcel and the [ewes, who for unbeliefe, were ree 


jected, and caft off, with the old and carnall Covenant or Tefta- 
ment, as was fhewed before ; Others were {0 to be reputed in ree 


{peé of their faith.and walking in his fteps, as it is written, Rom 4, 


22, where it is faid, That he received the figne of circumcifion, the fcale 


of righteoufne/fe of fash, which be bad before be was cixcumcifed, that hee 


might | 
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fire to be teachers. when they neither know what they fay, nor 


7) 
onight be the fatber, marke of whom Se all them that believe and 
walke in the /teps of that faith, which be bad before be Wwas tircumtifed, ac- 
cording to which therefore it is faid, Gal. 2. 29, If yee be Chryts, then 
are Abrahams feed and beires, according to promife, Thete facet.his. - 
fpirituall feed by the exprefle command of Tefus Chrift, 


~ are to be baptifed, Goe yee (faith he) aud make Difiiples, or believers all 


N ations, and bapts[e them, and be that believeth (as dbrabam che father 
of all that believe did, Kom.4, 11. Gal. 2, 29, and is baptifed, foall ba 


faved Marke 16.15. But what is all this to prove the bape:fine of 


Infants which believe not, and therefore are none of Abrabvams feed, 
who onely are to be baptifed ? no more then that which followeth 
which is nothing at all; being the fame ip.effect with this. The 
ations chat are made Abrabams (eed, the nations that are fayedy the 
kingdomes which fhall become.the kingdomes of our 
mult needs receive Chrifts badge; This is granted, but proveth - 
nothing Iefle chen the baptifiag of Infants, feeing none are made 
Absabams feed burt thofe which are firlt made Chrifts, Gal, 2,29, 
chat wake in his fteps, “om. 4.12, agd doe his workes, bist. 
36. Neither doe any kingdomcs become the-Kingdotes of 
the Lord. but thefe that feare and ferve him, that kiffe the 
fonne, fa!. 1.10.12. 12. heare his vovce, 3,22.23 andhave 
him to raigne over hims Luk: 19°27. Nor doth the Scripure de- 
clare the falvation of any more chen thofe onely which believe, he 
that believeth on the-fonne, hati life, but hee that bes 
lievech not fhall nos fee life. burthe wrath of God abideth on him, 
Tobn 3, 36. theretorein refufing to baptife Infants who believe not; 
we curtaile not che nation that are made. Abrahams feed, 8ze:] fhould 
have thoughr(bucthat. he denycth a.nationall Church, pagerz 9.) thag 
he would have all nations of peaple to be baptifed, butifteing hee 
denyeth the formes, I cannot charge him with the Jater but by 
this that is faid, 1t appeareth how hee hath proved the baprifme 
of Infants from Vatth, 28,19. andother hisinftances then which 
nothing could pofibly be alledged more but 

herein hee dosh not ttrange toi mee} finding his whole dif+ 
courfe not onely. (-wecke, emptie and invpertinent) bur fo res 
pugn int and contradiétions to itfelfes fer that a man inthe read«> 
ing thereof may. very Well judge, that: he wrote the fame inten 
ding to delertand render che caufe eviil and naught which he pre-e 
tendcth to. marmtaine, or to: absaine to himfelfe at 
name ainongft thofe vaine. janglers; im, 


whereot they affine, ver/e 7, {And fol leave him and the con- 
fideration 
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fideration of chat which fs {aid to for whofe fakes it was firft 
Intended, defiring that it. may accom plifh 'spropofed end. 


| 8. Beware left any man von throush Philofophy and vdne 
deceit the traditions of men, after the rudinsents wo Ids and nob 
after Chrift. 


Jerem. 10: 3. The cu mes of the are vaints 
2 Thel. 21 Therefore byetbyen, ft ft, and hild the traditions 
¢ 


4, which yee have beene wheiber yy word, or our E 
Page.” Line. Correction, 
2 not continued, had continued, 
5 9 ‘for there alfe it will, then alfo it will. 
s ro. _ for byway, by the way, 
14. for whetber conceives, whether heconceives. 
© 18 be a queftion With. may ‘very wellbea 
Que/tion, | queftion. 
6 32. for and commanded, and commanded. 
7 22 for ought cannot, it cannot. 
or fouldsers, for his fouldiers. 
9 for far they demand, further Tdemand. 


In pe ¢.2. line 9. for reade perufing, in the fame 
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